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To England, the events most to be dreaded in the Near
East were those which might threaten the safety of the
route to India, or tend to arouse the hostility of the
eighty million Indian Mohammedans. The exaggerated
fears entertained by England on these two points has
made her Near Eastern policy during the past century
the most deplorable incident in the whole history of her
foreign policy; and this is true whether such policy is
criticised with respect to its morality or with respect to
its intelligence.
The supposed influence which the Sultan of Turkey
as Khalif could exert over Mohammedans outside the
boundaries of his Empire was too slight to justify—even
on the basis of selfish policy—the extremes to which vari-
ous British premiers and foreign secretaries were willing
to go in support of Turkish interests; while no pretense
of a defense can be made for the policy which would per-
mit the Oriental Christians to suffer the oppression of
Ottoman misrule, in order that the Mohammedans of
India might more readily submit to British rule.
How little Great Britain gained in India by her con-
duct towards Turkey is strikingly shown by the fact that
the great Sepoy Rebellion in India, in which so many
Mohammedans were implicated, took place immediately
after the close of the Crimean "War in which Great Brit-
ain had made such great exertions on behalf of Turkey.
A few of the British writers and diplomats have a truer
view of the relation between the Porte and the Indian
Mohammedans. Lord Sydenham, writing in the Balkan
Review, February, 1920, said: "Turkey means nothing
to the great mass of the Indian Mohammedans, and of
the position of the Sultan they have no idea.'7 He then
quotes "a most able Punjab Mohammedan" as follows:
Centuries have passed since the idea of the Khalif ate,
European ignorance and imagination exagger-

